
 

October 7, 2010 
 

Addendum No. 1 
to 

Request for Proposal 
For the Freeway Service Patrol Management Information Systems Annual Report FY: 2007-

08, 2008-09, 2009-10 and Benefit-Cost Analysis 
 

Dated September 16, 2010 
 
Dear Contractor: 
 
This letter is Addendum No. 1 to the Freeway Service Patrol Management Information 
Systems Annual Report FY: 2007-08, 2008-09, 2009-10 and Benefit-Cost Analysis 
 Request for Proposal (RFP) dated September 16, 2010. Deleted text is shown in strike-
through format and added text is shown in italicized format. The RFP is revised as follows: 
 
 
Addendum Item Reference Change(s) 

1 Request for Proposal, 
Article VII, 
“Evaluation Factors,” 
second paragraph, 
third bullet, Page 4 

Price Reasonableness (25%) - Includes an 
evaluation of the reasonableness of the prices 
proposed for accomplishing the work 
specified in Appendix A, Scope of Work and 
the hourly rates of personnel, see Appendix B 
Appendix A-2. 

2 Request for Proposal, 
Article VIII, 
“Consultant Selection 
Timetable,” Page 4 
 

Friday, October 22, Wednesday, October 20, 
2010, Interviews (if necessary). 

3 Request for Proposal, 
“Appendix B, 
Proposal Calculation 
Worksheet,” Page 14 
 

Appendix B is deleted in its entirety and 
replaced by the attached Appendix B, 
Proposal Calculation Worksheet 

4. Appendix F, “Task 
Order Process”, page 
22 

Steps 5 and 6 are amended to provide for 
approval by the MTC SAFE Director of 
Highways and Operations.  
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Request For Proposal (RFP), September 16, 2010 
Freeway Service Patrol Management Information Systems Annual Report FY:  

2007-08, 2008-09, 2009-10 and Benefit-Cost Analysis 
Responses to Bidders Questions 

October 7, 2010 
 

1. Q:  Appendix A, Scope of Work, indicates that all data necessary to update the existing 
database will be available electronically. Please confirm whether that data will be in 
either Access or Excel format, as opposed to Word or some other text format.  

 
A: The data will be in a format that can be read in Access. 

 
2. Q:  Has the electronic assist data from all FSP programs already been collected for Fiscal 

Years FY 07/08, FY 08/09, and FY 09/10, or will the selected Proposer be responsible for 
obtaining it once the project commences?  

 
A: The selected Proposer will be responsible under Task 1 for data collection. 
 

3. Q:  Since the data will come from the various FSP programs as well as Caltrans and CHP, 
would it be possible to have the assist data files, or a sample from each agency, in their 
original form (prior to cleaning up) made available for review as early as possible prior to 
the due date for Proposals?  

 
A:  No, this information is not available. 
 

4. Q:  The FY 2006-07 Annual MIS Report indicates that there were 666,612 assists 
statewide during that FY. If currently known, how many total assists were made 
statewide during each FY 07/08, FY 08/09, and FY 09/10? Alternatively, how many FSP 
beats have been added or removed since FY 06/07?  

 
A:  This information is unknown. 
 

5. Q:  Under Task 2, cost inputs on several factors must be updated. Will this information be 
provided by MTC SAFE, or must the selected Proposer research/provide any of it 
and, if so, on which cost factors?  

 
A:   The selected consultant is required under Task 2 to provide updated cost inputs.  
 

a. Data on fuel costs would vary significantly over the three Fiscal Years involved in 
this project, as well as geographically within the State. Does the MTC SAFE wish 
to use one averaged cost for fuel statewide, or would different fuel costs be used 
for each Fiscal Year or for different FSP programs?  
The consultant may recommend a preferred methodology, and model inputs will 
be determined as part of the project. With respect to the question, however, the 
model update applies to FY 20009-10 only.  
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b. The FSPE Model shown on the web site does not appear to distinguish between 
tow trucks, pickup trucks or flat bed trucks in terms of hourly cost on the Input 
Tab. How has this cost difference been handled in prior years?  

 
a. The input cost to the model is the actual hourly cost of the entire beat fleet. 
 

6. Q: What source data does MTC SAFE already have in its possession regarding emissions 
calculations or values?  

  
A: The source for all emissions values is California Air Resources Board. 
 

7. Q:  In the Evaluation Factor related to Price Reasonableness, the RFP refers to evaluation 
of “the hourly rates of personnel see Appendix A-2.” Should that reference have been to 
Appendix B, the Proposal Calculation Worksheet?  

  
 A:  See Addendum 1, Item 1, attached. 

 
8. Q:  Appendix B, Task 6 provides space to propose only one hourly rate for Task Order 

work. Does the MTC SAFE require one blended rate for Task 6, no matter which person 
performs the services, or would SAFE prefer individual hourly loaded rates for proposed 
personnel, as contemplated on Appendix F-1, Sample Task Order, Section 7A?  

 
 A:  See Addendum 1, Item 3, attached. 

 
9. Q:  Do all FSP agencies have Implementation Plans with information specific to each of 

their beats? If so, how often is the information in those Implementation Plans updated?  
 

A: There are no implementation plans. 
 

10. Q: What role, if any, does MTC SAFE plan for the Institute for Transportation Studies at 
UC Berkeley in the evaluation of Proposals or performance of this project?  

 
A: None is planned at this time. 
 

11. Q: Would MTC SAFE please provide the identity and contact information, if available, 
on any entity that has downloaded a copy of the RFP for this project? This information 
would help in effective team building for the project.  

  
 A: No, that information is not available. 
 




